REMARKS 

Claims 1,3-11 and 14-31 are currently pending in the application. Claims 25-31 are 
withdrawn from consideration. 

Claims 1, 3-11 and 14-24 stand rejected under 35 USC §112 as allegedly being 
indefinite. Applicant will address the alleged problems in the order that they appear. 

The term "formed by setting" in claim 1 has been changed to "comprising" as 
suggested by the Examiner. 

In claim 8, the language "from the inlet from externally" has been changed to clarify 
operation of a filter of the type shown in Fig. 3. That is, water flows in the direction of the 
arrows 90 from a location that is external to the first porous filter part 102 to and through 
the first porous filter part 102 and therefrom to and through the second fibrous filter part 
104. It is believed that the language as now presented is in full compliance with 35 USC 
§112. 

The description "conventional" has been deleted from claim 17. 

Claims 1 , 5, 21 , 22 and 24 stand rejected under 35 USC §1 03 as obvious over U.S. 
Patent No. 5,882,517, to Chen et al (Chen), in view of U.S. Patent No. 4,753,728, to 
Vanderbilt et al (Vanderbilt). Claims 1,3-11 and 14-24 stand rejected under 35 USC §1 03 
as obvious over Japanese Unexamined Patent Application Publication No. 10-85729 (JP 
729) in view of Chen and Vanderbilt. 

Reconsideration of the rejection of claims 1,3-11 and 14-24 is requested. 

The Examiner notes on the bottom of page 4 of the Action that claims 1,3-11 and 
14-24 would be allowed if it can be demonstrated that claim 1 requires activated carbon 
with two different particle sizes, specifically "a first particle size which passes through a 60 
mesh sieve but is retained by a 100 mesh sieve, and a second particle size which passes 
through a 100 mesh sieve". 
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Applicant reproduces below a drawing as previously submitted that demonstrates 
the significance of the particle size range as claimed. 



Active Carbon Particle 



A sieve of 60 mesh 





A sieve of 100 mesh 




Particles which pass through 
a sieve of from 60-100 mesh 
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Particles which pass through a 
sieve of larger than 100 mesh 



The nature of particles that pass through a sieve having a mesh of larger than 1 00 
should not be at issue. 

The limitation "60 to 100 mesh" is understood in the industry to mean that the 
particles can pass through a sieve of 60 mesh, but cannot pass through a sieve of 100 
mesh. Thus, the particles which pass through a sieve of from 60 to 100 mesh do not 
include particles which pass through a sieve of greater than 100 mesh. 

Applicant is enclosing herewith a copy of columns 5 and 6 from U.S. Patent No. 
6,368,504 in which well recognized industry language is described. It is noted in this patent 
that the designation "140 x 200" mesh, which is the same as 140 to 200 mesh, means a 
range of particle sizes smaller than 140 mesh and greater than 200 mesh. This recognized 
industry convention is consistent with the above drawing. Accordingly, the particles which 
pass through a sieve of from 60 to 100 mesh are clearly different than those which pass 
through a sieve of larger than 100 mesh. 
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Logically, the language "60-100 mesh" would have no meaning if otherwise 
interpreted. That is, the only meaning that the 100 mesh has in this range is that the 
particles will not pass through the 100 mesh. Otherwise these particles could collectively 
be identified as simply passing through one mesh size, as opposed to a mesh range. 
Inclusion of this range makes this distinction in particle size as shown in the above drawing. 

If further clarification is required with respect to this, applicant respectfully requests 
that the Examiner contact the undersigned. It is believed, however, that the case is now 
in condition for allowance. 

Reconsideration of the rejection of claims 1,3-11, and 14-24 and allowance of the 
case are requested. 



WOOD, PHILLIPS, KATZ, 

CLARK & MORTIMER 
500 W. Madison St., Suite 3800 
Chicago, IL 60661 
(312) 876-1800 



Respectfully submitted, 
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